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Independent Living Program (ILP)
Annual Statistical Report
Federal Fiscal Year October 1 through September 30

STATEWIDEa/ b/ October 1, 2006 - September 30, 2007
(Version 1)

Part A.  Youths Served and Client Characteristics
1. Youths to whom ILP services were offered during the year…………………………………………………………………………… 1 44,572
2. Youths who received ILP services during the year (Items 2a plus 2b)……….……….……………………………………………… 2 31,819
      a. Youths who are not married……………………………………………………………………………….…………………………… 3 31,588

b. Youths who are married………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 4 231
3. Youths who received ILP services and are parents (Items 3a plus 3b)…..………..…….....…..…..…..…...……………...………… 5 2,321

a. Youths who are fathers...………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 6 435
 b. Youths who are mothers….……………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 7 1,886
4. Youths who received ILP services and have special needs (educational, mental and/or physical)………………………………… 8 4,304
5. Youths who received ILP services and are no longer in foster care (ages 18-20)………………………………………………………9 13,827
6. Youths who received ILP services during the six month period following exit from foster care…………………………………… 10 8,059
7. Youths in the Probation Department who received ILP services……………………………………………………………………… 11 6,454
8. Youths in the County Welfare Department (CWD) who received ILP services……………………………………………………… 12 19,189

Part B.  Program Outcome/Client Progress
9. Youths who completed ILP services or a component of services…………………………………………………………………………13 30,587
10. Youths who are continuing to receive ILP services…………………………………………………………………………………………14 25,533
11. Youths who completed high school/GED or adult education……………………………………………………………………………. 15 5,567
12. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in high school/GED or adult education………………………………………………… 16 15,695
13. Youths who have completed vocational or on-the-job training………………………………………………………………………… 17 1,525
14. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in vocational education or on-the-job training………………………………………… 18 1,576
15. Youths enrolled in college (Items 15a plus 15b)………………………………………………………………………………………… 19 4,469
 a. Youths in community college…..……………………………………………………………………………………………………… 20 3,361

b. Youths in four-year university……….….…..…..……………………………………………………………………………………… 21 1,108
16. Youths who obtained employment (Items 16a plus 16b)……………………………………………………………………………… 22 6,710

a. Youths who obtained full-time employment……….…..……………………………………………………………………………… 23 2,300
b. Youths who obtained part-time employment……….…..……………………………………………………………………………… 24 4,410

17. Youths enlisted in military, Job Corps, or California Conservation Corps…………………………………………………………… 25 430
18. Youths actively seeking employment……….………………………………………………………………………………………………26 6,053
19. Youths determined unemployable, SSI eligible, or other similar special category……….……….………………………………… 27 1,116
20. Youths who are living independently of agency maintenance programs…..………………………………………………………… 28 6,151
21. Youths who obtained subsidized housing……………………………………………………………………………………………………29 2,005
22. Youths who transitioned into other government assisted services…………………………………………………………………… 30 1,772
23. Youths who participated in the Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (STEP)…………………………………………… 31 534
24. Youths who were placed in a transitional housing placement program (Items 24a plus 24b plus 24c)…………………………… 32 1,228

a. Youths who participated in a supervised, Transitional Housing Placement Program (THPP) (youths ages 16-18)…..…..… 33 513
b. STEP youths who participated in a certified, Transitional Housing Program-Plus (THP-Plus) (youths ages 18-21)…..…..… 34 352
c. Non-Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (non-STEP) youths who participated in a certified, THP-Plus 35

363Program (youth ages 18-21)…………………..………………...…………………………………………………………………………
25. Youths who did not emancipate into safe and affordable housing…………………………...………………………………………… 36 765
26. Youths for whom no information could be obtained……………………………………………………………………………………… 37 6,378
COMMENTS
a/  County not reporting: Modoc.
b/  Counties reporting no data for Item 23 due to no Step Program: Humboldt; San Francisco and Stanislaus.   

 



Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2006 - September 30, 2007 (Version 1)

1.         
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Data Cell 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Statewide 44,572 31,819 31,588 231 2,321 435 1,886 4,304 13,827 8,059 6,454 19,189

Alameda 1,782 1,412 1,409 3 126 18 108 50 805 905 55 894
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 26 22 21 1 1 0 1 0 4 2 2 20
Butte 262 237 231 6 11 1 10 32 112 76 17 220
Calaveras 168 133 133 0 4 0 4 7 15 2 4 6
Colusa 28 15 15 0 3 0 3 3 5 5 6 9
Contra Costa  1,031 731 731 0 80 15 65 98 431 293 37 263
Del Norte 69 56 55 1 13 3 10 6 39 31 25 31
El Dorado 202 191 188 3 14 2 12 15 54 38 55 136
Fresno 1,690 1,591 1,583 8 101 27 74 22 658 540 313 0
Glenn 66 66 66 0 7 1 6 15 23 7 6 60
Humboldt b/  198 175 167 8 28 12 16 52 104 63 55 67
Imperial 137 113 111 2 11 0 11 74 40 27 48 65
Inyo 39 32 32 0 2 0 2 6 28 14 22 10
Kern 941 557 541 16 75 10 65 32 289 62 195 362
Kings 94 99 98 1 3 0 3 3 19 10 18 64
Lake  75 75 75 0 1 0 1 26 4 0 29 46
Lassen 132 121 120 1 6 1 5 14 30 19 97 24
Los Angeles 14,258 9,357 9,326 31 375 64 311 1,567 3,949 1,456 1,997 7,360
Madera 302 103 97 6 17 4 13 10 61 16 40 63
Marin 103 94 94 0 5 1 4 21 68 64 31 63
Mariposa 31 25 25 0 2 1 1 0 5 1 12 11
M d i 82 82 82 0 1 1 0 41 24 18 13 58

October 1, 2006 - 
September 30, 2007

Part A.  Youths Served and Client Characteristics

Mendocino 82 82 82 0 1 1 0 41 24 18 13 58
Merced 755 468 463 5 57 14 43 65 171 71 22 238
Modoc a/
Mono 6 6 6 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 2
Monterey 257 89 89 0 8 2 6 55 25 40 30 110
Napa 125 125 124 1 6 1 5 60 39 27 59 25
Nevada 121 109 106 3 11 3 8 10 40 40 19 22
Orange  3,022 2,767 2,762 5 182 25 157 228 1,342 334 335 2,432
Placer 194 187 185 2 8 0 8 69 81 51 52 82
Plumas 43 43 43 0 2 0 2 12 21 7 12 21
Riverside 3,716 2,323 2,316 7 179 50 129 118 1,265 1,265 539 337
Sacramento 2,920 1,630 1,603 27 213 26 187 405 407 183 131 676
San Benito 21 21 20 1 4 1 3 3 8 1 2 10
San Bernardino  3,804 2,556 2,540 16 194 62 132 168 1,458 852 588 1,777
San Diego 1,824 1,489 1,471 18 101 12 89 110 571 288 384 654
San Francisco b/  1,418 883 881 2 59 9 50 253 175 219 64 819
San Joaquin 564 412 409 3 32 4 28 35 137 137 129 283
San Luis Obispo  214 182 180 2 24 7 17 20 66 61 96 145
San Mateo 217 213 212 1 17 4 13 31 104 37 37 101
Santa Barbara 169 142 141 1 6 1 5 8 32 22 56 86
Santa Clara 583 519 515 4 48 3 45 117 197 133 76 286
Santa Cruz 201 168 166 2 16 2 14 119 96 76 20 98
Shasta  273 270 268 2 18 2 16 35 73 57 66 131
Sierra 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Siskiyou 60 51 49 2 7 1 6 6 15 6 15 36
Solano 230 161 161 0 11 1 10 51 52 29 33 123
Sonoma 281 178 174 4 16 1 15 69 96 60 34 144
Stanislaus b/  457 292 287 5 39 12 27 27 103 42 80 212
Sutter   25 19 19 0 3 1 2 5 9 11 0 6
Tehama 63 63 60 3 7 0 7 15 35 24 4 45
Trinity  29 21 21 0 1 0 1 1 12 7 3 3
Tulare 722 672 653 19 124 20 104 67 286 122 279 228
Tuolumne 35 20 19 1 3 0 3 1 6 4 5 14
Ventura 259 247 243 4 29 8 21 6 47 116 102 98
Yolo 156 125 124 1 1 0 1 25 30 30 90 45
Yuba 88 79 76 3 9 2 7 14 57 57 10 67

a/ b/  See Comments on Statewide Report
CDSS, Data Systems and Survey Design Bureau Page 1 of 4 Released:  February 15, 2008
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Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras 
Colusa 
Contra Costa  
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt b/  
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake  
Lassen
Los Angeles 
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
M d i

October 1, 2006 - 
September 30, 2007

9.              ILP 
completed

10.           ILP 
continues

11.          
GED, etc., 
completed

12.          
GED, etc., 
continues

13.           
Voc. or OJT 
completed

14.         
Voc. Or OJT 

continues

15. Youths 
in college

15a. 
Community 

college

15b.         
Four year 
university

16. Employed 
youths

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
30,587 25,533 5,567 15,695 1,525 1,576 4,469 3,361 1,108 6,710
1,487 1,066 136 888 54 203 463 182 281 89

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
22 10 1 10 2 3 1 1 0 5

221 164 43 178 22 28 43 31 12 61
133 96 26 107 64 0 9 7 2 0
15 9 2 3 0 0 1 1 0 3

731 731 129 388 10 0 214 184 30 255
56 42 33 15 5 0 12 11 1 29

174 110 58 110 9 6 18 18 0 88
1,545 1,014 93 933 23 76 91 86 5 130

66 47 9 42 0 1 3 3 0 20
143 128 45 111 35 68 32 26 6 80
89 73 15 89 43 32 15 13 2 58
20 20 19 6 1 1 1 1 0 12

557 495 87 470 116 79 83 64 19 151
42 34 10 25 1 5 7 5 2 10
62 39 11 59 22 7 4 3 1 19

121 57 30 83 0 0 52 52 0 8
9,357 7,955 1,789 4,471 478 467 1,330 959 371 1,399

103 103 12 81 5 15 3 2 1 23
77 74 57 24 6 13 25 17 8 81
24 16 3 13 11 2 2 1 1 16
54 38 18 29 27 10 8 7 1 29

Part B.  Program Outcome/Client Progress

Mendocino
Merced
Modoc a/
Mono
Monterey
Napa
Nevada
Orange  
Placer
Plumas 
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino  
San Diego
San Francisco b/  
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo  
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta  
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus b/  
Sutter   
Tehama
Trinity  
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

54 38 18 29 27 10 8 7 1 29
460 359 67 181 1 7 107 99 8 115

5 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 2
257 170 10 45 5 8 12 8 4 33
125 53 14 79 4 1 7 7 0 22
109 70 10 56 7 8 18 15 3 40

2,767 2,767 146 406 0 49 368 280 88 454
71 37 61 6 6 5 29 29 0 55
38 27 5 22 13 8 7 7 0 11

2,323 2,249 665 1,226 120 82 173 137 36 322
1,262 1,226 371 847 10 70 147 137 10 590

21 21 2 15 0 0 7 5 2 15
2,556 2,090 250 1,611 110 95 196 163 33 768
1,489 1,382 277 940 3 30 123 93 30 180

512 154 148 324 56 17 242 180 62 181
412 226 92 239 1 13 61 49 12 128
175 120 38 146 23 15 32 28 4 108
207 207 29 103 4 11 44 36 8 77
130 104 36 89 0 1 13 9 4 31
468 356 128 317 34 8 114 99 15 190
117 115 58 75 48 33 47 41 6 93
269 140 87 8 51 49 34 27 7 51

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
36 30 17 19 2 3 10 6 4 14

147 116 47 96 1 2 20 19 1 58
178 139 93 108 14 5 43 36 7 113
292 277 27 122 2 3 40 36 4 69
19 19 12 7 0 0 7 7 0 15
63 48 14 31 0 1 16 14 2 25
20 2 14 0 3 0 4 3 1 5

551 443 128 269 18 19 71 62 9 167
6 3 4 1 0 0 5 5 0 5

237 111 57 134 37 4 34 31 3 165
85 85 16 3 15 10 10 9 1 25
79 62 15 32 3 3 11 10 1 15

a/ b/  See Comments on Statewide Report
CDSS, Data Systems and Survey Design Bureau Page 2 of 4 Released:  February 15, 2008
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Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras 
Colusa 
Contra Costa  
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt b/  
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake  
Lassen
Los Angeles 
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
M d i

October 1, 2006 - 
September 30, 2007

16a.          Full-
time 

employed

16b.         
Part-time 
employed

17. Military, 
Job Corps, 

CCC

18. Seeking 
work

19. Unem-
ployable, 
SSI., etc.

20. Living 
indepen-

dently

21. Subsidized 
housing

22. Other 
gov't 

services

23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
2,300 4,410 430 6,053 1,116 6,151 2,005 1,772

30 59 10 90 19 720 2 21
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 2 0 3 0 3 0 0

12 49 6 74 16 48 5 11
0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
0 3 0 2 1 0 0 0

92 163 10 48 5 45 20 2
20 9 2 0 3 19 3 14
21 67 4 22 2 52 2 12
5 125 20 124 0 0 61 0
0 20 1 41 3 5 2 13

38 42 15 48 12 18 9 12
20 38 12 43 31 15 18 21
7 5 1 3 2 14 0 0

20 131 2 220 19 98 72 9
7 3 0 0 0 7 4 0
3 16 1 13 3 5 1 0
1 7 1 3 0 0 0 7

435 964 119 1,801 469 1,722 1,037 841
1 22 0 19 2 8 2 8

25 56 2 7 8 66 3 1
11 5 1 7 1 2 1 0
3 26 1 12 3 8 0 6

Part B.  Program Outcome/Client Progress continued

Mendocino
Merced
Modoc a/
Mono
Monterey
Napa
Nevada
Orange  
Placer
Plumas 
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino  
San Diego
San Francisco b/  
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo  
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta  
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus b/  
Sutter   
Tehama
Trinity  
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

3 26 1 12 3 8 0 6
14 101 8 133 21 53 4 6

0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 18 0 45 6 5 1 2
6 16 0 33 3 5 1 2

13 27 0 24 2 26 4 14
273 181 20 19 44 0 44 155
18 37 3 6 8 58 0 5
2 9 0 4 1 8 1 1

112 210 7 526 74 929 84 27
241 349 28 244 51 350 45 75

0 15 0 11 1 0 0 0
325 443 48 799 101 655 100 45
32 148 16 409 26 269 241 32
62 119 11 90 25 67 20 46
20 108 23 248 12 136 28 34
41 67 1 90 7 58 10 136
28 49 4 13 8 90 1 0
8 23 1 19 3 19 0 0

71 119 4 229 13 94 17 39
29 64 4 89 11 33 23 33
18 33 3 72 21 44 47 3
1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
5 9 2 4 3 9 0 1

14 44 1 31 2 22 1 1
39 74 6 112 3 66 8 19
10 59 5 49 18 72 51 31
1 14 0 4 2 8 2 1

10 15 0 11 4 24 6 5
1 4 1 7 2 6 2 0

61 106 12 117 22 124 10 54
1 4 0 1 1 6 0 0

47 118 12 17 14 29 9 18
17 8 1 5 1 17 1 1
11 4 1 12 5 13 2 8

a/ b/  See Comments on Statewide Report
CDSS, Data Systems and Survey Design Bureau Page 3 of 4 Released:  February 15, 2008
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Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras 
Colusa 
Contra Costa  
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt b/  
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake  
Lassen
Los Angeles 
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
M d i

October 1, 2006 - 
September 30, 2007

23. Supportive 
trans.hous. 

(STEP)

24.            
Placed 

trans.hous. 
program

24a.  THPP    
Ages 16-18

24b.           
STEP        THP-
Plus Ages 18-

21

24c.          Non-
STEP THP-Plus 

Ages 18-21

25.            No 
safe & 

affordable 
housing

26.              No 
information 

obtained

31 32 33 34 35 36 37
534 1,228 513 352 363 765 6,378

0 216 23 135 58 20 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 12 12 0 0 33 29
0 2 2 0 0 0 0
0 3 3 0 0 0 0

431 58 19 36 3 3 0
0 2 2 0 0 5 1
0 27 16 0 11 2 11
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 0 0 9 0

8 6 0 2 28 36
0 0 0 0 0 1 12
0 0 0 0 0 10 2
0 52 0 0 52 5 84
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 47
0 125 72 0 53 267 4,901
0 2 2 0 0 2 4
0 0 0 0 0 7 12
4 0 0 0 0 3 1
0 11 6 0 5 11 5

Part B.  Program Outcome/Client Progress continued

Mendocino
Merced
Modoc a/
Mono
Monterey
Napa
Nevada
Orange  
Placer
Plumas 
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino  
San Diego
San Francisco b/  
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo  
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta  
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus b/  
Sutter   
Tehama
Trinity  
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

0 11 6 0 5 11 5
0 24 0 24 0 10 89

0 0 0 0 0 0 3
0 21 13 8 0 1 0
8 8 0 8 0 9 19
0 0 0 0 0 20 0
0 28 28 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 0 0 6 0
0 19 19 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 0 0 23 42
0 0 0 0 0 35 62
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11 44 25 8 11 9 133
0 7 0 0 7 5 420

193 77 71 45 17 10
0 46 15 0 31 37 28

32 24 11 13 0 12 0
0 64 10 0 54 3 5

12 9 7 2 0 12 3
29 83 31 43 9 6 17
0 12 0 0 12 16 21
0 26 26 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 9
0 35 32 3 0 2 99

24 24 0 0 5 54
0 0 0 0 0 5 1
0 10 10 0 0 4 1
0 1 1 0 0 3 20
1 1 0 1 0 96 151
4 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 17 10 0 7 11 31
2 3 0 0 3 2 2
0 5 5 0 0 0 10

a/ b/  See Comments on Statewide Report
CDSS, Data Systems and Survey Design Bureau Page 4 of 4 Released:  February 15, 2008
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